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REMARKS 

Claims 11-19 remain pending in this application. Claims 11 andl6 are independent. 
Claims 1 1, 16, and 19 have been amended, and no claims have been added or canceled by this 
amendment. 

T^pfimtMiflKs Rejection 

Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1 1-15 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraphias 
being indefinite, is requested. Independent claim 1 1 has been amended in a manner which JS 
believed to overcome the stated basis for indefmiteness. 

To further clarify the stature of the claimed invention, the implants are now recited in the 
preamble, and have been inferentially claimed in the body of the claim to make it clear that the 

claimedsupponel^^ 

fr^ipcti™ R ation p ™- Emmanuel CWO 94/15545) , 

Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 11-15 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated 
by Emmanuel (WO 94/15545) is requested. 

Applicant notes that anticipation requites the disclosure, in a prior art reference, of each 

invention and reference disclosure for an anticipation rejection under 35 US. C. §102. To 

XLonlyif each and every element as set forth in me claim is found, either expressly or 

inh erLy described 

, •. • in the claim " s In determining anticipation, no eUxm 

as complete detail as is contained in the . . .claim. 

limitation may be ignored 6 


i TuaniwnMetals Corp. v. Banner, 121 " Sp Q™ f/^pQ^ 1001 (Fed. Or. 1991). 
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Deficiencies of Emmanuel 

The applied art does not disclose an elongate support element suitable for use with 
plants and as a replacement structure for the human body, which recites that, among other 
features « .the plural seats are arranged to prevent communication between the surface on the 
elongate support element and an opposing surf ace on the elongate support element through the 
plural seats," as recited in independent claim 11. 

Referring to FIG. 2 of the present application, this limitation embodies the feature that the 
seats 22 23 do not extend through the support element In other words, the seats do not form 
through-holes, and do not allow communication between opposed surfaces of the support 
element. 

Ttaficaminer offers HB-4 of Emmanuel as disclosing "» communication between ,he 
surface on .he elongate support element and art opposing surface of .he clement" Applets 
snapectfuUy inverse what appears to be a mischaracterizatlon of the apphed art 

holes 58 which allow commuuicanon between .he upper surface of bridge 48 and thelower 
surface of bridge 48, i,., the *rrf ace which is directly adjacent to the paries alveohr bone 60. 

Figur.4 is an elevatfon view showing bridge 48 of FIO. 3 connected to the dental 
padenfs alveolar bone 60 by screws 62 inserted through boles 56 and 58. 

to particular, in FIG. 4 and ft. accompanying disclosure of Emmanuel, i, cun be seen that 

Widrou. the holes o, "conununicadon" in Emmanuel, Applicant suggest that : the device 
of _e.wou 1 dno,repreae„,anoperableo I funcdonaldevicebecausebrid g e48cou.d„o. 

be secured to the patient' s alveolar bone 60, 
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Therefore, Applicants submit that it is clear that Emmanuel has communication (i.e., a 
required opening) between the upper and lower surf aces of bridge 48, contrary to the explicitly 
claimed limitation in independent claim 1 1. 

b addition, the Examiner states, without support, that "[pjatentable weight is not given to 
anally claimed components." Applicants respectfully traverse this unsupported contention. 

Asfte&urtofClajrmaudPaamtAppedsfCCPA)^ 
held in mson. "Mil words In a claim mus. be considered in judging the patentabiht, of ma, claim 
against thepnor art.' Also, the MPEP requires "tajuy .ermmolog, in the preamble tha, tats 
ft. structure of tire claimed invention mus. be tiered as a Calm limitation."' Applicants aubmrt 
tot the Examiner mus. therefore consider each word of tire claim in assessing patentaWrty 
against the applied art. It appears that the Examiner has failed to do so in setting forth the basj s 
for this anticipation rejection. 

Because Emmanuel fails to disclose all of the limitations recited m claim 1 1, as discussed 

above. Applicant respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the antierpatron 

rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

Wiftdrawal of me rejection of claims 11-15 under 35 U.S.C. 8102(e) as being anucipafcd 
by WUloughby (US S^Disrequefled. The legal requirements for anticipation have been set 
forth above. 

Defideneies o/Wittoughby 

The applied art does not disclose an elongate support element suitable for use with 
implants and as a replacement structure for the human body, which recite, among ouner features, 
tnar.-.the center axes of each of the plural seats are non-paraHel ^ e^h othe.', as ^ted tn 
independent claim 1 1, as amended. 


' In re WUson, 424 F.2d 1382 (CCP.A. J£J- m ^ ^ InC ., 868 *2d 1251, 1257 (Fed. Cir. 

8 See MPEP §2111-02; and see Coming Glass works v. iumuomo 


1989). 6 
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In addition, the applied art does not disclose a method for producing and installing a tooth 
replacement structure which includes, among other features, .applying tooth replacement 
material to the support part, wherein center axes of each of the two or more recesses are non- 
parallel with each other", as recited in independent claim 16, as amended. 

Willoughby clearly does not disclose use of non-parallel implant axes or recesses. 

Since the applied art does not disclose all the recited limitations, withdrawal of the 
rejections and allowance of independent claims 11 and 16, and dependent claims 1245 and 17- 
19, depending therefrom, are requested. 

Conclusion 

■ m view of the above amendment, applicant believes that each of pending claims 11-19 in 
this application is in immediate condition for allowance. 

For any fees that are due, including fees for- extensions of time, please charge CBLH 
Deposit Account No. 22-0185, under Order No. 21547-00287-US from which the undersigned is 
authorized to draw. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By m£%. MrWi^. 
Larry J. HumeO v 

Registration No.: 44,163 
CONNOLLY BOVE LODGE & HUTZ LLP 
1990 M Street, N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20036-3425 
(202) 331-7111 
(202) 293-6229 (Fax) 
Attorney for Applicant 
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